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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and wilt expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) ^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 March 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-116 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 1-116 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

II) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1 - 1 16 are presented for examination. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 



2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1. 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 01/27/2005 has been entered. 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-13, 54, 64, 98 and 1 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

A. The following terms lack antecedent basis: 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



I. 



the recordable medium 



claim 1 , line 1 1 . 



II. 



the predefined criteria 



claims 6, 54, 64, 98, 112. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3, 7-16, 19, 20, 23-32, 35, 39, 41-46, 49, 53, 55-61, 65-74, 77, 78, 81-90, 93, 
97, 99-104, 107, 1 1 1, 113-116 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hunter et al. [ US Patent No 200200561 18 ]. 

7. As per claim 1, Hunter discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method of transmitting information to a computer [610, Figure 23; and paragraph 0012, lines 
11-19] having a removable medium [ 630, Figure 23 ], comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request from the computer to download information over a network [ Figure 
1 1 ; and paragraph 0139]; 

determining whether a device of the computer having structure to write to the removable 
medium meets predetermined criteria and is therefore an appropriate device for writing to the 
removable medium [ i.e. determine status of disc position, etc, blank disk, empty disk ] [ Figure 
6; and paragraph 0074 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/764,270 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2154 

transmitting information to the computer in order for the device of the computer to write 
the information to the removable medium [ Figure 4; and paragraph 0012, lines 11-19]; wherein 
the transmitting step comprises 

transmitting the information to the computer in order for the device of the computer to 
write the information to the recordable medium without writing any of the information to an 
intermediate storage device, when the determining step determines that the device is an 
appropriate device for writing to the removable medium [ i.e. write to removable media ] [ 86, 
Figure 4; 630, Figure 23; paragraphs 0064, 0065, 0154, and 0157 ]. 

8. As per claim 2, Hunter discloses the step of: 

transmitting the information to the computer in order for the intermediate storage device 
to store the information followed by reading the information from the intermediate storage 
device and writing the information to the removable medium using the device, when the 
determining step determines that the device is not an appropriate device for writing to the 
removable medium [ i.e. temporary store in hard drive ] [ Figure 17, and paragraph 0169, lines 
23-27 ]. 

9. As per claim 3, Hunter discloses determining whether the device is an appropriate device 
by examining state data of the device [ i.e. status of slot ] [ Figure 6 ]. 

10. As per claim 7, Hunter discloses the step of determining if information is written to the 
removable medium; and the step of transmitting is performed when it has been determined that 
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no information is written to the removable medium [ i.e. blank disc ] [ Figure 6; and paragraphs 
0012, 0074 ]. 

11. As per claim 8, Hunter discloses prohibiting a writing of information to the removable 
medium, when it has been determined that the removable medium contains previously written 
information [ i.e. currently stored movie ] [ Figure 6; a paragraph 0074 ]. 

12. As per claim 9, Hunter discloses notifying a user that information is written to the 
removable medium [ i.e. alert ] [ paragraph 0139, lines 31-33 ]. 

13. As per claim 10, Hunter discloses writing the information to a memory in the computer 
which is other than the removable medium, when it has been determined that the removable 
medium contains previously written information [ i.e. temporary storage ] [ paragraph 0169, lines 
22-27 ]. 

14. As per claim 1 1, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in order 
for the device of the computer which is an optical disc drive to write the information to the 
removable medium which is an optical disc [ paragraph 0121 ]. 

15. As per claim 12, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in order 
for the device of the computer which is an optical disc drive to write the information to the 
removable medium which is one of a CD-R and a CD-RW [ paragraph 0124 ]. 
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16. As per claim 13, Hunter discloses transmitting the information to the computer in order 
for the intermediate storage device which is a hard disk drive to store the information [ paragraph 
0128]. 

17. As per claims 14-16, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-3 . 

18. As per claim 19, Hunter discloses determining step is performed by the computer which 
includes the device [ Figures 2A and 2B ]. 

19. As per claim 20, Hunter discloses determining step is performed by a remote computer 
which transmits the information to the computer which includes the device [ Figure 11]. 

20. As per claims 23-29, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 7-13. 

21. As per claim 30, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . Furthermore, 
Hunter discloses the information including first importance information [ i.e. key codes ] [ Figure 
8; and paragraphs 0080-0082 ], and second importance information [ i.e. movie ] [ Abstract ] 
having an important which is lower than the first important information [ i.e. playback movie 
when all codes are present ] [ paragraph 0083 ]; and writing the first important information to a 
hard disk drive of the computer [ paragraph 0128 ]. 
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22. As per claim 31, Hunter discloses requesting, by the computer, that the information be 
transmitted thereto [ Figure 11]. 

23. As per claim 32, Hunter discloses transmitting, to a remote computer over a network, 
state data of the device which writes to the storage medium [ paragraph 0089, lines 8-16; and 
paragraph 0144 ]. 

24. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. 

25. As per claim 39, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

26. As per claim 41, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 9 and 10. 

27. As per claim 42, Hunter discloses providing, by a user, an instruction to perform said step 
of writing the second importance information, when there exists an indication that information is 
recorded on the storage medium [ i.e. overwrite ] [ paragraph 0141, lines 13-20 ]. 

28. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 41. 
Furthermore, Hunter discloses writing the first and second importance information to the hard 
disk drive, when there is an indication that information is recorded on the storage medium [ 
paragraph 0144, lines 21-25 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/764,270 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2154 

29. As per claim 44, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 12. 

30. As per claims 45 and 46, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 30 
and 32. 

31. As per claim 49, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 35. 

32. As per claim 53, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 39. 

33. As per claim 55-58, they are rejected for similar reason as stated above in claims 41-44. 

34. As per claims 59-61, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-3. 

35. As per claims 65-71, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 7-13. 

36. As per claims 72-74, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-3. 

37. As per claims 77 and 78, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 19 
and 20. 

38. As per claims 81-87, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 7-13. 
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39. As per claims 88-90, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 30-32. 



40. As per claim 93, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 35. 



41 . As per claim 97, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 39. 



42. As per claims 99-102, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 41- 
44. 



43. As per claim 103, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 30. 



44. As per claim 104, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 32. 



45. As per claim 107, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 49. 



46. As per claim 111, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 53. 



47. As per claims 113-116, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 55- 
58. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

48. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

49. Claims 4-6, 17, 18, 21, 22, 33, 34, 37, 38, 40, 47, 48, 51, 52, 54, 62-64, 75, 76, 79, 80, 91, 
92, 95, 96, 98, 105, 106, 109, 110 and 112, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hunter et al. [ US Patent No 200200561 18 ], in view of Srinivasan [ US Patent 
No 6,460,076 ]. 

50. As per claim 4, Hunter does not specifically disclose at least a model number of the 
device. Srinivasan discloses some information that includes the model and make of the 
recording device [ col 5, lines 52-54 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Hunter and Srinivasan' s teaching of 
model and make of the device would allow to determine compatibility of the device so that the 
proper driver can be provided. 

51. As per claim 5, Srinivasan discloses at least a manufacturer of the device [ i.e make ] [ 
col 5, lines 52-54 ]. 
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52. As per claim 6, Srinivasan discloses prohibiting the transmitting of the information to the 
computer, when the. determining step determines the device of the computer does not meet the 
predefined criteria [ i.e. reject request if device is not compatible ] [ col 5 , lines 54-56 ]. 

53. As per claims 17 and 18, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4 
and 5. 

54. As per claims 21 and 22, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

55. As per claims 33 and 34, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4 
and 5. 

56. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 6, 33 and 34. 

57. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2, 13, 33 and 
34. 

58. As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

59. As per claims 47 and 48, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4 
and 5. 
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60. As per claims 5 1 and 52, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 37 
and 38. 

61. As per claim 54, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 40. 

62. As per claims 62-64, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4-6. 

63. As per claims 75 and 76, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4 
and 5. 

64. As per claims 79 and 80, they are rejected for similar reason as stated above in claim 21. 

65. As per claims 91 and 92, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 4 
and 5. 

66. As per claims 95 and 96, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 37 
and 38. 

67. As per claim 98, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

68. As per claims 105 and 106, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 
47 and 48. 
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69. As per claims 109 and 1 10, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 
51 and 52. 

70. As per claim 1 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 54. 

71. Claims 36, 50, 94, 108, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hunter et al. [ US Patent No 200200561 18 ], in view of Srinivasan [ US Patent No 6,460,076 ], 
and further in view of Allen [ US Patent No 5,794, 217 ]. 

72. As per claim 36, Hunter and Srinivasan do not specifically disclose the step of writing the 
first importance information writes computer instruction; and the step of writing the second 
importance information writes computer data. Allen discloses the step of writing the first 
importance information writes computer instruction; and the step of writing the second 
importance information writes computer data [ col 10, lines 19-38 ]. It would have been obvious 
to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Hunter, 
Srinivasan and Allen because Allen's teaching of instruction and data would allow to remotely 
control and manage the writing or recording of information in a more efficient manner. 

73. As per claim 50, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 36. 
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74. As per claim 94, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 36. 



75. As per claim 108, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 50. 



76. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-116 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



77. A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 (three) months and 
0 (zero) days from the mail date of this letter. Failure to respond within the period for 
response will result in ABANDONMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C 133, M.P.E.P 
710.02, 710.02(b)). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00 - 5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directly to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 306-563 1 . 

Dustin Nguyen 



Conclusion 




VIETD.VU 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



